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RÉSUMÉ 
Un tissu complexe de relations fonctionnelles et hiérarchiques sous-tend l'écologie du 
domaine vital chez les oiseaux : les patrons spatiaux locaux sont déterminés par des processus 
écologiques et biologiques qui sont eux-mêmes directement ou indirectement soumis à divers 
facteurs. Dans cet article, nous examinons ces relations en considérant les déplacements et 
l 'utilisation de l 'habitat dans les domaines vitaux. Sur la base d'une analyse critique des 
données de la littérature, ont été identifiés quatre processus (sélection de l 'habitat, reproduc­
tion, appariement et grégarisme) et onze facteurs (disponibilité de la nourriture, structure de 
l 'habitat, fragmentation de l 'habitat, interactions prédateurs-proies, topographie, effet des 
activités humaines, conditions climatiques, disponibilités des sites de nidification, âge, sexe 
et statut social).  Les facteurs ont été classés en directs quand ils influencent directement les 
processus, en indirects quand ils affectent d'autres facteurs qui jouent à leur tour sur les 
processus, et enfin en faux facteurs quand ils semblent affecter un processus mais qu'en réalité 
ce sont d' autres facteurs qui agissent. Des considérations quantitatives et ontologiques 
suggèrent que le processus le plus important dans l'expression des patrons de distribution des 
oiseaux serait la sélection de l 'habitat, elle-même affectée par les disponibilités et la 
localisation des sources de nourriture. Le principal résultat de cette étude est donc que les 
disponibilités alimentaires constitueraient le déterminant écologique majeur des domaines 
vitaux chez les oiseaux, les autres facteurs apparaissant secondaires.  
SUMMARY 
A complex web of functional and hierarchical relationships underlies the ecology of 
home range in birds: local spatial patterns are determined by ecological and biological 
processes which are affected by severa! factors in a direct or indirect way. This paper deals 
with these relationships by considering both movements and habitat use within home ranges. 
On the basis of a critical analysis of factors found in the literature, four processes (i.e. habitat 
selection, breeding, mating and flocking) and eleven true factors (i. e. food availabi!ity, habitat 
structure, habitat fragmentation, predator-prey interactions, topography, human disturbance, 
climatic conditions, nesting site availability, age, sex and social status) have been identified. 
Factors have been classed as direct in the sense that they direct! y influence processes, indirect 
when they affect other factors which then affect processes or false in the sense that they seem 
to affect processes while, in reality, other factors do so. Quantitative and ontological 
considerations suggest that the most important process affecting the spatial patterns of birds 
is habitat selection; it in tum is mostly affected and controlled by food availability and 
location. Hence, the main result of this study is that food availability is the primary 
determinant of home range ecology in birds and al! the other factors are secondary. 
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INTRODUCTION 
The study of local movements and spacing of animais can be addressed by 
considering two major spatial systems, i. e. home ranges and territories. 
The home range may be defined as "that area traversed by the individual in 
its normal activities of food gathering, mating and caring for young" (Burt, 1 943). 
lt should be underlined that home range is not all the area an animal traverses, but 
rather the area in which it normally moves;  accordingly, occasional excursions 
outside its normal area should not be considered as part of the home range (White 
& Garrott, 1990). The home range concept bas been developing together with 
radio-telemetrie studies focused on local movements and habitat use. When a 
home range size is estimated, the measured size increases very rapidly when 
fix-recording starts but as more and more positions are recorded, a point of 
"sampling saturation" is reached. lt is generally assumed that beyond this point the 
animal ' s  range does not significantly increase. Home ranges of erratic individuals 
or floaters are obviously expected to go on increasing, but the presence of a true 
home range for these individuals can be questioned. However, since many studies 
have shown continuous range size increases even in apparently sedentary animais, 
the idea of a stable home range has recently been challenged (Gautestad & 
Mysterud, 1995). 
A territory may be defined as "a more or less exclusive area defended by an 
individual or group" (Davies & Houston, 1984). However, it is often very difficult 
to ascertain the exclusive use of an area and to detect the keeping-out signais 
displayed. Moreover, the same species may be territorial in certain ecological 
contexts and non-territorial in others (Brown, 1 988 ;  Grahn, 1 990; Rolando et al. , 
1995). The degree of overlap between adjacent territories is also variable and the 
very concept of territorial exclusiveness is far from adequate. Accordingly, the 
bordeline between these two spatial systems is not as clear-cut as may appear from 
the above-mentioned definitions. 
The home range concept is used in a more general and comprehensive way 
than that of territory. In fact, spatial systems whose exclusiveness have not been 
ascertained are usually referred to as home ranges, even though they may really be 
territories. Home ranges are highly diversified, i. e. individuals may inhabit areas 
of different size, use certain portions of their area more often than others (i. e. 
core-areas), frequent two or more distinct and separated areas (i. e. disjointed 
ranges) and overlap to different degrees in the use of the same area (home range 
overlap) . 
Birds are highly mobile vertebrates whose home ranges have been studied by 
radio-telemetrie techniques for more than two decades. The way birds use the 
habitat within their home range bas also been extensively studied. Renee, it is 
nowadays possible to depict a general, comprehensive, ecolo gy of home range in 
birds by considering both habitat use and home range spatial patterns .  From this 
point of view, it is important not to rnix ecological and biological process with the 
spatial patterns they generate (i. e. home range size, core areas, home range 
overlap, movements, etc.) .  The topic of habitat selection is central in bird ecology. 
At a local level, ail decisions taken by individuals to better use their habitat fall 
into the habitat selection process (Cody, 1 985) .  Habitat selection decisions may 
significantly influence individual movements and spatial distribution and thus it 
can be assumed that habitat selection is an important ecological process deterrnin­
ing the spatial patterns of birds. However, home range spatial patterns may also be 
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controlled by processes that are independent of habitat selection. For instance, the 
presence of certain mating systems may significantly influence bird movements, in 
which case the spatial patterns are controlled by the process of mating. 
There are a lot of factors affecting such processes. Many of them are direct 
in the sense that they directly influence the processes of home range ecology (e.g. 
food availability directly affects habitat selection which affects movements). 
Others are indirect because they affect other factors which then affect the processes 
(e.g. human disturbance may change food availability which then affects move­
ments) or false in the sense that they seem to affect processes while, in reality, 
other factors do so (habitat type and structure seems to affect birds' decisions 
whereas the birds rnight not choose the habitat for its type or structure but rather 
for its food resources) . Since the most impelling need of animais is feeding, food 
availability (among the different factors) is expected to be an important determi­
nant of home range ecology in birds. 
The present paper reviews studies primarily regarding home ranges. The main 
aims are: 1 )  to identify ecological and biological processes responsible for the 
observed spatial patterns;  2) to distinguish direct factors from indirect and false 
ones, and 3) to weight the factors in order to identify and separate primary 
determinants of home range ecology from secondary ones. 
METHODS 
This review considers factors affecting home range in birds. However, in 
sorne papers there was no clear distinction between home range and territory, so 
that spacing systems addressed as home ranges may instead have been territories 
(especially during the reproductive period). Renee, sorne of the conclusions drawn 
here concerning home range ecology may be partly valid for territory ecology as 
well. 
The bibliographical research was carried out by considering papers published 
from 1980 onwards primarily in indexed journals. For radio-telemetrie studies, 
sample size was carefully considered and studies based on less than ten individuals 
were, as a rule, excluded. Home range estimates are affected by measurement 
methods, but this is not influential when quantitative comparisons between 
different papers are avoided. Twelve main types of factors (or classes of factors) 
were prelirninarily identified on the basis of the results presented in the reviewed 
papers (e.g. food availability, habitat type and structure, habitat fragmentation, 
population density, predator-prey interactions, human disturbance, topography, 
breeding, sex, age, social status and flocking) .  They were critically analysed by 
means of a quantitative and ontological approach. Statistics concerning the number 
of published papers may be questionable sin ce certain topics are investigated more 
than others (because they are easier to study or because they are "trendy") and 
positive results are more readily published than negative ones. Nevertheless, the 
quantification of evidence for the influence of a given factor on home range 
ecology, based on the proportion of papers that show this influence among those 
that have investigated it, may be useful, at least to point out general trends. The 
evidence supporting each factor was quantified by counting the number of papers 
that ascertained or suggested its influence on local movements of birds. Each 
factor was exarnined to mak:e clear if it was a direct, indirect or false factor. In a 
few instances the analysis made clear that a factor did not affect any process 
because it was instead a process.  
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In the present review the term ranging behaviour is used generically to 
indicate all the movements within individual home ranges.  The term spacing is 
used with regard to territoriality only, and refers to the fact that territorial birds are 
usually well spaced. 
THE FACTORS PRELIMINARILY IDENTIFIED IN THE LITERATURE 
FOOD A V AILABILITY 
It is well known that food availability may affect the way birds use the habitat 
whithin their home range. On average, habitat preferences simply and directly 
reflect resource abundance, i. e. birds positively select those habitats where food is 
more abundant (or seasonally available) . Evidence for this cornes from raptors 
(Kenward, 1982; Brown, 1988;  Coleman & Fraser, 1 989; Warketin & Oliphant, 
1990; Heredia et al. , 199 1 ;  Beauvais et al. , 1 992; Carey et al. , 1992; Hunt et al. , 
1992; Génot & Wilhelm, 1993;  Laidig & Dobkin, 1 995;  Austin et al. , 1 996; Haney, 
1997 ; Plumpton & Andersen, 1997 ; Linkhart et al. , 1998;  Tornberg & Colpaert 
2001 ), Galliformes (Wiseman & Lewis, 1 98 1 ;  Smith et al. , 1982; Warner, 1 984; 
Erikstad, 1985 ;  Ricci, 1985;  Birkan & Serre, 1 988 ;  Zwank et al. , 1988 ;  Ellison et 
al. , 1989; Storch, 1993a; 1994; Dixon et al. , 1 996), woodpeckers (Olsson et al. , 
1992; Doster & James, 1998; Rolstad et al. , 1 998), Anseriformes (Talent et al. , 
1982; Sprindler & Hall, 199 1 ;  Giroux & Patterson, 1 995), passerines (Greg-Smith 
& Wilson, 1984; Patterson et al. , 1 99 1 ;  Everding & Montgomerie, 2000) ; the 
Lapwing Vanellus vanellus (Johansson & Blomqvist, 1 996) and the American 
Woodcock Scolopax minor (Hudgins et al. , 1985).  
Local movements, involved in food finding, are aimed primarily at satisfying 
individual energy requirements (Mace & Harvey, 1 983) ;  bence, the availability of 
food resources, particularly their abundance and distribution, may significantly 
control ranging behaviour. When food is abundant, there is no need to increase 
movements, whereas when food is scarce, individuals are forced to increase 
movements to find new food resources. Many studies have shown that home range 
size increases in response to declining resource abundance. This inverse relation­
ship bas been described especially for diurnal birds of prey (Marquiss & Newton, 
198 1 ;  Kenward, 1982; Village, 1982; Griffin & Baskett, 1 985 ; Baker-Gabb, 1986; 
Robertson & Boshoff, 1986; Brown, 1988 ;  Beauvais et al. , 1 992; Sodhi, 1 993; 
Babcock, 1 995 ; Whitelaw, 1995 ; Marzluff et al. , 1 997), but it bas also been found 
in nocturnal birds of prey (Zabel et al. , 1 995 ; Bingham & Noon, 1997), 
Galliformes (Porter et al. , 1980; Connelly et al. , 1983 ;  Warner, 1984; Erikstad, 
1985;  Storch, 1993a), Anseriformes (Talent et al. , 1 982; Spindler & Hall, 1 99 1 ;  
Giroux & Patterson, 1995), Piciformes (Rolstad & Rolstad, 2000), Passerines 
(Smith & Shugart, 1987 ; Catterall et al. , 1 989; Davies et al. , 1995 ; Seki & Takano, 
1998), Turnstone Arenaria interpres (Metcalfe, 1 986), Ground Parrot Pezoporus 
wallicus (McFarland, 199 1 )  and the cuckoo Cucu/us canorus (Nakamura & 
Miyazawa, 1 997). In keeping with these observations, experimental food supply 
caused a home range restriction in both Dunnock Prune/la modularis (Davies & 
Lundberg, 1984) and White-throated Sparrow Zonotrichia albicollis (Piper & 
Wiley, 1990) . However, artificial spots of increased prey abundance did not lead 
to any significant change in home range size in the Great horned Owl Bubo 
virginianus, which simply reacted by visiting these spots more frequently (Rohner 
& Krebs, 1998). 
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Home range size may also depend upon the distribution of food, so that the 
more scattered the resources, the larger the range size. This has been found in sorne 
raptors looking for the carcasses of prey (Griffin & Baskett, 1 985 ; Baker-Gabb, 
1 986; Robertson & Boshoff, 1 986). 
Also, when feeding resources are clumped in certain sites, the use of home 
range may be inhomogeneous.  For instance, the Great Tit Parus major concen­
trated its activity over these sites (East & Hofer, 1986) and the West lndian 
Whistling Duck Dendrocygna arborea intensively used the areas where food 
(grain seeds) was artificially supplied (Status, 1998). Boreal Owls Aegolius 
funereus in the northern Rocky Mountains used large home ranges because of the 
wide geographie dispersion of suitable nesting, roosting and foraging sites 
(Hayward et al. , 1 993).  Home ranges of the Cuckoo were disjointed when the area 
selected for reproduction did not provide enough caterpillars, which bad to be 
caught in another area (Nakamura & Miyazawa, 1997) .  Food distribution and 
availability may change from season to season and birds may change habitat 
selection and/or home range size accordingly (Wiseman & Lewis, 198 1 ;  Smith et 
al. , 1 982; Conneliy & Markham, 1 983;  Zwank et al. , 1988;  Patterson et al. , 199 1 ;  
Storch, 1 993a; Rolstad & Rolstad, 1995; Rolando, 1996; 1 998;  Rolando & Carisio, 
1 999). 
Ali the above suggests that, in general, food availability and distribution 
directly affects the way birds use their habitat and, consequently, the space within 
their home ranges. Given the above-mentioned evidence and the fact that birds 
move primarily to find food and satisfy their energy requirements, there is no 
doubt that food availability is a very important ultimate factor affecting home 
range ecology in birds. 
HABITAT TYPE AND STRUCTURE 
Bird species are obviously tied to particular habitat types, selected on the 
basis of the different vegetation types (grassland, woodland, etc.) .  Within each 
habitat type, birds may further select particular habitat sub-types, e.g. many forest 
species have a predilection for peculiar rnixed formations (Young et al. , 199 1 ;  
Zwank et al. , 1 994; Laiding & Dobkin, 1995 ; Rolando, 1998;  Rolando & Carisio, 
1 999). Habitat structure, i. e. the physical characteristics of a habitat type, is also 
known to affect the habitat selection of birds. They may choose to establish their 
home ranges in areas with a peculiar habitat structure or select the habitats with a 
particular structure within their home ranges. Structural characteristics of the 
habitat include: tree density, canopy and grass cover, tree or grass height, leafage 
size, trunk diameter and forest age (this factor being tied to severa! other structural 
traits), and the presence of perching structures (Porter & Labisky, 1 986; Wigley et 
al. , 1 986; De Lotelie et al. , 1 987;  Bidweli et al. , 1989; Ganey & Balda, 1989; 
Thompson & Fritzeli, 1 989;  Carey et al. , 1990; Stromberg, 1990; Cali et al. , 1992; 
Carey et al. , 1 992; Olsson et al. , 1 992; Belthoff et al. , 1993 ; Bloom et al. , 1993 ; 
Storch, 1993a; 1 994; Zwank et al. , 1 994; Fernandez & Azkona, 1 996; Perez et al. , 
1 996; Engstrom & Sanders, 1 997 ; Haney, 1997; Kinoshita, 1 997 ; Doster & James, 
1 998;  Haggerty, 1 998;  Scott et al. , 1 998;  Tornberg & Colpaert, 200 1 ) . 
The choice of a certain habitat within the home range may also depend on 
climatic conditions. For instance, the Ground Parrot Pezoporus wallicus selected 
different forest areas throughout the year according to the local seasonal degree of 
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humidity (McFarland, 199 1 )  and Cabot' s Tragopan Tragopan caboti selected 
forest zones with a high density of small trunks because they worked as 
heat-insulators (Young et al. , 1991 ) .  Availability of nesting sites is another key 
factor controlling habitat selection (Berger & Marchendau, 1 988,  Olsson et al. , 
1992; Zwank et al. , 1994; Laidig & Dobkin, 1 995 ; Haney, 1 997 ; Mazur, 1 998;  
Scott et al. , 1 998). 
According to many studies, the higher is the proportion of positively selected 
habitat in the home range, the smaller is its size (Renken & Wiggers, 1989; Carey 
et al. , 1990; Belthoff et al. , 1993; Bloom et al. , 1993 ; Storch, 1 993a; Zwank et al. , 
1994; Engstrom & Sanders, 1997 ; Haggerty, 1 998;  Scott et al. , 1 998).  However, 
a few cases where home range size was positively correlated with the amount of 
preferred habitat have also been reported (Wigley et al. , 1 986;  Ganey & Balda, 
1989). 
Food abundance and the need to eat or avoid being eaten are also clearly 
connected with the selection of certain habitat characteristics (see factors 1 and 3, 
respectively). 
Ali the above suggests that habitat type and structure may affect the habitat 
selection process, which in tum may affect spatial patterns by deterrnining changes 
in home range size and structure. However, habitat type and structure is often a 
false factor. Indeed, in many instances, birds do not select a vegetation type or a 
certain habitat structure per se, but rather select the habitat for the availability of 
food and nesting resources, or shelter from predators, or climatic conditions. 
PREDATOR-PREY INTERACTIONS 
lt is well known that predators and prey affect each other' s habitat selection 
decisions. 
Predators may select habitats where prey are more visible or more vulnerable 
(Brandi et al. , 1986; Hunt et al. , 1992; Squires et al. , 1 993 ; Babcock, 1 995 ; Austin 
et al. , 1996; Johansson & Blomqvist, 1 996; Haney, 1 997; Linkhart et al. , 1998). 
Predators may also select the habitats where they are able to hunt (Thiollay, 199 1 )  
and avoid ill-suited habitats even though prey are more abundant there (Michelat 
& Giraudoux, 1 993 ; Austin et al. , 1996). Sit-and-wait predators, for instance, are 
forced to select only those habitats which offer appropriate perching structures 
(Smith & Gilbert, 1984; Carey et al. , 1 992; Perez et al. , 1 996; Kinoshita, 1997). 
Conversely, prey may choose habitats which offer effective protection from 
predators (Kirby et al. , 1985, Holbrook et al. , 1987;  Young et al. , 199 1 ;  Ellison et 
al. , 1989; Wiseman & Lewis, 198 1 ;  Ricci, 1 985 ; Church, 1994; Storch, 1994; 
Dixon et al. , 1996; Scott et al. , 1998) ;  accordingly, the seasonal avai1ability of 
habitats offering protection from predators significantly influences a prey ' s  
movement and home range size (Whiteside & Guthery, 1983 ;  Gatti e t  al. , 1989; 
Taylor & Guthery, 1980) . Certain habitats that are positively selected because of 
their potential protection from predators may be extremely dangerous for prey 
because they are often visited by predators. This is the case of the pheasant hens 
which took cover in hedges where foxes hunted efficaciously (Schmitz & Clark, 
1999). Conversely, anti-predator behaviour may lead the predator to abandon a 
certain area where they prey have become too difficult to catch. Young Spanish 
Imperial Eagles Aquila adalberti were found to have temporary home ranges ;  they 
settled in an area until the decrease of their success in hunting rabbits (due to the 
effectiveness of the rabbits' anti-predator behaviour) forced them to leave (Ferrer, 
1993). 
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In summary, predators may directly affect the habitat selection and, conse­
quently, spatial distribution of their prey. From this point of view, predator-prey 
interactions can properly be considered a direct determinant of home range 
ecology of prey. This factor may also be a false factor. Prey are the food of 
predators and thus food availability must be considered as the ultimate determinant 
of habitat selection of predators. In other instances, predators select habitats where 
they are able to hunt, i. e. they depend directly on habitat type and structure. 
HABITAT FRAGMENTATION 
The definition of home range in fragmented habitats may be problematic. 
When the habitat is fragmented, individuals may not use most of the habitat they 
move into. Thus the definition of home range given in the introduction may not 
apply. However, it must also be considered that, in many instances, the habitat of 
inter-fragment areas may still be used by birds. Hence, the fact that in most of the 
studies conceming habitat fragmentation home range contours encompassed both 
fragments and inter-fragment areas, may be correct. From this point of view, 
habitat fragmentation, either natural or human-induced, may cause home range 
enlargement in species which are strictly dependent on the habitat that has been 
fragmented or, converse! y, may result in a home range reduction in species that use 
heterogeneous habitats . In the former case, species are forced to move from one 
fragment to another and thus face the problem of crossing areas of inhospitable 
habitat. Gap-crossing capabilities vary a lot from species to species and, as a rule, 
are superior in large-size species (Grubb & Doherty, 1999). Accordingly, small 
specialised species would be more vulnerable to habitat fragmentation than large 
on es. 
Home range enlargement induced by habitat fragmentation has been found in 
Strigiformes and Galliformes (Wamer, 1984; Gjerde & Wegge, 1 989; Carey et al. , 
1 992; Lehmkuhl & Raphael, 1 993 ; Storch, 1993b; Redpath, 1995 ; Scott et al. , 
1 998).  In the Jay Garrulus glandarius, home range size was also positively 
correlated with habitat heterogeneity ; in this case, however, the result was 
explained by assurning that Jays in a heterogeneous habitat take advantage of the 
heterogeneity. In fact, in the Maremma Natural Park (central Italy), birds visited 
fragments of different habitat types to forage during the day and came back to the 
maquis (the original local habitat type) at night (Rolando et al. , 1995). 
Habitat fragmentation may also cause a change in habitat use. On the island 
of Java, forest fragmentation induced severa! raptor species to use sub-optimal 
habitats. However, this shift was positive and important for bird conservation 
because it made these species less prone to local extinction (Thiollay & Meyburg, 
1 988) .  Habitat fragmentation may be an indirect factor. In the Northem Spotted 
Owl and in the Jay, fragmentation caused a change in food abundance and 
distribution, which in tum influenced habitat selection which induced range 
enlargement; in these cases, food abundance and distribution is the true direct 
determinant of the birds' movements.  Sirnilarly, a study of the movements of the 
Goshawsk in Finland (which, however, failed to show any significant correlation 
between fragmentation and range size) suggested that forest fragmentation 
reduced the density of grouse and squirrels, the main prey of male hawks, but 
possibly increased the number of hares, the preferred prey of female hawks 
(Tomberg & Colpaert, 200 1 ) .  
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POPULATION DENSITY 
Ranging behaviour may depend upon the presence of conspecifics. This is 
particularly true in territorial systems where there is a functional cause-and-effect 
relationship between density and territory size, i. e. the size decreases with 
increasing population density. Such a relationship bas also been shown for home 
ranges of several species (Village, 1 982; Berger & Marchandeau, 1988 ;  Smith & 
Van Buskirk, 1988; Catterall et al. , 1 989; Grahn, 1 990; Belthoff et al. , 1 993).  
Ranging behaviour may be affected even though there are no differences in 
home range size. In the Corncrake Crex crex, movements within home ranges 
became more random when population density increased (Grabovsky, 1 993). 
Similarly, the territories of Great Reed Warblers Acrocephalus arundinaceus 
located between two adjacent territories showed two activity centres because 
males defended both territorial boundaries; in contrast, the territories adjacent to 
only one other territory showed one activity centre (Rolando & Palestrini, 1 991 ) . 
Densities may depend upon resource abundance, i. e. densities increase with 
increased food abundance and availability. This was demonstrated in the Black­
capped Chickadee Parus atricapillus by means of artificial extra-food supply 
(Smith & Van Buskirk, 1988). The very high Jay densities observed in a coastal 
area in the Maremma Park were explained by the remarkably high abundance of 
resources that were locally available during sumrner (Patterson et al. , 1 99 1 ) . 
Population density does not influence space use per se because it is an indirect 
factor. A high population density may determine a high level of intraspecific 
competition, which can be considered the true direct determinant of spacing in 
territorial systems. In fact, a close exarnination of the reviewed papers suggested 
that the home ranges described in them were (or might have been) territories. From 
this point of view, it is probably incorrect to consider intraspecific competition as 
a factor affecting the home range ecology of birds . However, population density 
may reflect food availability and, at least in one instance, it was demonstrated that 
food abundance and distribution was the true direct determinant of home range 
spatial patterns. 
TOPOGRAPHY 
Landscape ecology suggests that the spatial structure of the landscape may 
significantly affect biological processes (Farina, 1 998). Therefore, one can expect 
that habitat selection may be affected and, consequently, home range spatial 
patterns. There are very few studies of home ranges and topographical factors in 
birds. Alpine Capercaillies Tetrao urogallus preferred gentle slopes independently 
of habitat structure (Storch, 1993b). In a study area in Arkansas, home range sizes 
of Red-cockaded Woodpeckers Picoides borealis were smaller than in other areas, 
probably because of the ridged topography of local mountains (Doster & James, 
1998). In the Spotted Owl Strix occidentalis lucida, the topography did not directly 
constrain home range size, but it influenced the location of activity centres (Ganey 
& Balda, 1989). 
An analysis of the ranging behaviour of the Alpine Chough Pyrrhocorax 
graculus suggested that the presence of high mountain ridges and the extent of the 
area available to the birds significantly affected sumrner movements and home 
range size: the larger the valley extension, the larger the home range size. In this 
case, however, movements would also be affected by food distribution (Rolando et 
al. , 2000) . 
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When orographie features are concemed, it may be assumed that topography 
directly affects the habitat selection decisions of birds, due to the energy costs 
associated with steep slopes ;  as a consequence, it may also affect individual 
movements and spatial patterns. 
HUMAN DISTURBANCE 
It is generally assumed that human activities and development are detrimental 
to the ranging behaviour of birds. However, sorne studies have shown that certain 
species can indirectly benefit. The Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus took 
advantage of both wildfowl hunted as game animais and the construction of 
hydro-electric power plants. In the former case, fowls took cover in the natural 
reserve inhabited by eagles which, having more prey, reduced their home-range 
sizes; in the latter case, fishes were disturbed by the power plant, becoming more 
vulnerable and more easily caught by the eagles (Griffin & Baskett, 1985 ; Hunt et 
al. , 1 992; respectively) .  The marsh barrier Circus aeroginosus took advantage of 
the large number of small mammal carcasses along high-traffic roads and, since 
carcasses were scattered, they enlarged their home-ranges (Baker-Gabb, 1986). 
The negative consequences of human disturbance are also numerous. 
Changes from traditional to intensive farming are associated with home range 
expansions (Wamer, 1 984; Kobuek & Kubista, 1 990; Tella et al. , 1998) and the 
same is true for disturbed areas where the continuous presence of people, hunting 
pressure or livestock drive birds away (Connelly & Markham, 1983 ;  Ayeni, 1984; 
Houard & Mure, 1 987 ; Schultz & Guthery, 1987; Miquet, 1988 ;  Dixon et al. , 
1 996). Disturbed birds may also move for longer distances or spend more time in 
ftight (Zembal et al. , 1 989;  Summers & Critchley, 1990; Clugston et al. , 1994; 
Giroux & Patterson, 1 995).  The use of sodium ammonium nitrate caused an 
effective reduction of invertebrates and, consequent! y, Loggerhead Shrikes Lanius 
ludovicianus greatly enlarged their home ranges (Yosef & Deyrup, 1998). Severe 
disturbance, in addition to home range enlargement and core area displacement, 
may also force individuals to shift their home ranges (Andersen et al. , 1990). 
In other studies the nature of the effects (beneficiai or harmful) are debatable. 
The Rough-legged Hawk Buteo lagopus perched on electric cables and fed on 
carcasses found along roads: home range size and form were clearly inftuenced by 
the occurrence of these human structures (Watson, 1986). Nesting Prairie Falcons 
Fa/co mexicanus did not show any appreciable change in hunting home ranges 
near oil wells and related developments (Squires et al. , 1 993).  In the Alps, 
high-altitude urbanization apparent! y affected the winter ranging behaviour of the 
Alpine Chough: in this case, the result was a strong reduction of home range size 
since the birds spent all day inside the local town feeding on scraps, especially 
bread (Rolando et al. , submitted). 
All the above suggests that human disturbance may directly affect habitat 
selection which consequently affects local spatial patterns .  However, disturbance 
may also be an indirect factor because it may determine changes in food 
availability and distribution or in habitat structure, which in tum influence habitat 
selection decisions. 
BREEDING 
A reduction of movements during the breeding period bas been found in many 
species (Kitagawara, 1 982; Bjorklund & Westman, 1 986; Haug & Oliphant, 1990; 
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Srrùth, 199 1 ;  Meretsky & Snyder, 1 992; Poonswad & Tsuji, 1 994; Mazur et al. , 
1998; Brothers et al. , 1998). This pattern of home range size reduction may easily 
be explained by the need of parents to remain close to the nest. However, a reverse 
pattern of home range enlargement bas been observed in the Australian Brush­
turkey Alectura lathami (Jones, 1990). It must be considered that Megapodidae do 
not provide direct parental care; in this case, females moved regularly from one 
incubation mound to another, thus enlarging their home ranges (Jones, 1 990). ln 
penguins, home range size is directly proportional to the age of the chicks : the 
older they are, the farther their parents move from the nest (Adams, 1 987 ; Brown, 
1987 ; Weavers, 1992) . In sorne species the location of core areas changes between 
the pre-reproductive and reproductive period, when birds typically concentrate 
their activities around the nest (Garrett et al. , 1 993 ; Marzluff et al. , 1997). 
During reproduction, ranging behaviour is often sex-related. Brooding 
individuals, in most cases females, usually show the most dramatic reduction in 
range size (Marquis & Newton, 1 98 1 ;  Village, 1 982; Holbrook et al. , 1 987; 
Brown, 1988;  Kilbride et al. , 1992; Squires et al. , 1 993 ; Zwank et al. , 1 994; Benn 
& Kemp, 1995; Pnoldmaa & Holder, 1 997 ; Jenkins & Benn, 1 998) but individuals 
defending nest sites (usually males) may reduce their movements as well 
(Martindale, 1983; Booth, 1987). 
The degree of overlap between ·the home ranges of the male and female of a 
pair may significantly increase during the breeding period and the female' s home 
range may even be entirely within that of the male (Village, 1 982; Belthoff et al. , 
1993). 
All the above clearly demonstrates that breeding constraints certainly and 
ultimately lirrùt bird movements during reproduction. However, it must be 
underlined that breeding cannat be considered as an independent factor because it 
is a process. Hence, it is the breeding process that significantly controls spatial 
patterns in breeding individuals during the reproductive period. This process 
obviously may be affected by factors such as sex and age. 
AGE 
In many species the home ranges of adults are significantly smaller than those 
of juveniles, which are usually floaters and move a lot looking for a site in which 
to settle dawn (Kenward et al. , 198 1 ;  Marquiss & Newton, 1 98 1 ;  Graves et al. , 
1983;  Wegge & Larsen, 1987 ; Berger & Marchandeau, 1988 ;  Catterall et al. , 1 989; 
Gjerde & Wegge, 1989; Gatti et al. , 1 989; Nesbitt & Williams, 1 990; Piper & 
Wiley, 1 990; McFarland, 199 1 ;  Storch, 1 993b; Shutler & Weatherhead, 1 994; 
Badayev et al. , 1996; Warnok & Takekawa, 1 996; Rolando & Carisio, 1 999). In 
the Ground Parrot Pezoporus wallicus, adults are long-term residents of sites and 
may occupy the best feeding areas; consequently they have smaller ranges than 
subadults, which have to move widely using marginal patches (McFarland, 1 991) .  
In  other species, however, the relationship is reversed and adults move for 
longer distances than juveniles (Lindsey et al. , 1 99 1 ;  Giroux & Patterson, 1 995 ; 
Sol & Senar, 1995). In these cases, flocking processes, such as the temporary 
non-integration of juvenile parrots into adult flocks (Lindsey et al. , 199 1 ), may be 
involved. Finally, in sorne studies, no significant differences between juveniles and 
adults have been found (Green, 1 983 ;  Griffin & Baskett, 1985 ;  Srrùth & Van 
Buskirk, 1988;  Clarke & Fitz-Gerald, 1 994). 
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The usual greater mobility of juveniles may easily be explained by assuming 
that they become farniliar with the local environment only by exploring it 
everywhere. Although age may be a false factor, in most cases age may directly 
affect the process of habitat selection, which determines the ranging behaviour of 
birds. 
SEX 
Males and females may present home ranges of different size: sometimes 
larger in the male (Berger & Marchandeau, 1988;  Ellison et al. , 1989; Birkan & 
Serre, 1988 ;  Storch, 1 993a), other times larger in the female (Graves et al. , 1983;  
Gjerde & Wegge, 1 989;  Solis & Gutierrez, 1990; Perez et al. , 1 996; Enderson & 
Craig, 1 997 ; Ziesemer, 1 997). Sex differences may depend on several factors. 
Sex-related home range size may depend on mating systems: in the Alpine 
Accentor Prunella collaris, males had larger ranges than females to gain and 
monopolize mates; in fact, male ranges encompassed the boundaries of several 
female ranges (Davies et al. , 1995). In the partridge Perdix perdix, male-male 
competition may lead to greater instability of home ranges, which are thus larger 
than the female ones (Birkan & Serre, 1988). In lek-species, social organization 
strongly influences spatial patterns:  especially during the reproductive period, 
females usually range more widely than males, which are tied to their leks (Graves 
et al. , 1 983 ;  Gjerde & Wegge, 1 989). 
However, in most studies, range differences between sexes tumed out to be 
non-significant (Porter et al. , 1980; Whiteside & Guthery, 1983 ;  Marti, 1985; 
Brown, 1988; Smith & Van Buskirk, 1988;  Jones, 1990; Belthoff et al. , 1993 ; 
Zwank et al. , 1994; Storch, 1995 ; Nakamura & Miyazawa, 1997 ; Selas & Rafoss, 
1999). 
Sorne investigations also revealed sex differences in habitat selection. In 
size-dimorphic species, it has been suggested that males and females have distinct 
predator avoidance strategies and may select different habitats accordingly 
(Ellison et al. , 1 989;  Storch, 1993a) and/or that the smaller sex is able to utilize 
denser forests which cannot properly be used by the larger sex (Solis & Gutierrez, 
1 990; Storch, 1993a) .  In the Black-throated Blue Warbler, males and females had 
different diets and selected different habitats (Wunderle, 1995). 
All the above suggests that sex may influence at least two different processes. 
Each sex may have different predator avoidance strategies or use the habitat in 
different ways and, hence, sex indirectly influences the process of habitat selection. 
Mating and lek-systems fall into the mating process which is, therefore, directly 
affected by sex. 
SOCIAL STATUS 
Individual social status, i.e. if the bird is single or paired, dominant or 
subordinate, may significantly influence the ranging behaviour. Home ranges of 
paired birds are usually smaller than those of unpaired birds (Smith et al. , 1982; 
Birkan & Serre, 1 988 ;  Berger & Marchandeau, 1988; Mellen et al. , 1992; 
Meretsky & Snyder, 1 992; Bull & Holthausen, 1993; Montadert, 1 995 ; Rohner, 
1 997). 
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Home ranges of dominant individuals may be smaller than those of 
subordinates (Metcalfe, 1986; Piper & Wiley, 1 990; McFarland, 1 99 1 ) . 
According to Grahan et al. ( 1 993), dominance in the male pheasant did not 
significantly influence home range size, although the most attractive males bad 
larger home ranges. 
Social status may be an indirect factor. For instance, in the Ground Parrot, 
dominant individuals bad smaller ranges than juveniles because they exploited 
more productive areas (McFarland, 1 99 1 ) ; bence, food availability was the true 
direct factor affecting habitat selection process. Moreover, unpaired birds are often 
juveniles and, in this case, age directly affects habitat selection that determines 
individual spatial patterns. 
FLOC KING 
The tendency to join into groups may affect home range ecology. In the 
Black-capped Chickadee Parus atricapillus, individuals that were well integrated 
and stayed in the middle of a ftock bad smaller home ranges than those that were 
not integrated and remained at the edge of a fl.ock (Smith & Van Buskirk, 1 988). 
Aggregations of different fl.ocks may also change space use. In the Great Tit Parus 
major; two types of winter ftocks have been described. One is the basic fl.ock with 
constant membership throughout the winter; the other is the compound fl.ock 
formed by the aggregation of basic fl.ocks. Home ranges of compound fl.ocks are 
larger than those of basic fl.ocks and this seems to increase the probability that an 
individual will locate and exploit food effectively (Saitou, 1 982). 
The classification of fl.ocking as a factor is likely incorrect because it is a 
behavioural process by which birds join into groups to obtain feeding or 
predator-avoidance advantages. 
THE FACTORS AND PROCESSES IDENTIFIED IN THIS STUDY 
FACTORS 
Most of the reviewed papers (n = 1 7 1 )  succeeded in showing that the 
considered factors affected ecological and biological processes . Studies that failed 
to show any significant influence of the factor taken into account regarded sex 
(47 .8  % of the 23 papers that investigated sex), age ( 17.4 % of 23 papers) and 
social status (8.3 % of 12  papers). 
Detailed examination of each of the reviewed papers also allowed me to 
distinguish direct from indirect and false factors. 1t should be underlined that all 
the papers regarding food availability (n = 75) concluded that this factor signifi­
cantly and directly affected home range ecology in birds. Nesting site availability, 
climatic conditions and topography (at least when the occurrence of steep slopes 
significantly affected the birds' energy requirements) were other direct factors. 
The remaining factors sometimes acted directly, sometimes indirectly, or 
were false. Sorne of the papers concemed with habitat type and structure ( 1 6  out 
of 40, i. e. 40 %) demonstrated that it was a false factor, since the birds used the 
habitat because of the food resources, nes ting sites or climatic conditions found in 
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it. Simi1ar1y, 53 .3  % of the studies dea1ing with predator-prey interactions ( 14  out 
of 30) demonstrated that predators se1ected habitats where prey were available 
(thus food availability was the true direct factor) or where they were able to hunt 
(habitat type and structure). However, the remaining 46.7 % of papers demon­
strated that prey selected habitats that offered effective or potential protection from 
predators, i. e. the predators significantly and directly affected the habitat selection 
of the prey. Habitat fragmentation may work mostly as an indirect factor; 3 papers 
out of 9 showed that fragmentation induced a change in food availability, so the 
birds modified their habitat selection processes and consequently their spatial 
systems. Human disturbance was found to directly affect home range ecology in 
8 1  % of papers (out of 2 1  ), while in 19 % of papers, disturbance was an indirect 
factor because it changed food availability or habitat structure. 
Inter-individual differences due to age, sex or social status were only 
observed in sorne studies which are considered here to compute proportions. The 
effects of sex, age and social status may not be easily separated because in many 
species sex and age determine social status, which affects both the probability and 
conditions of breeding (see below, processes). Therefore, the suggestions obtained 
from percentages are weaker than those for other factors; nevertheless, when 
cautiously considered, they may be useful. In 78.9 % of studies (out of 19), age 
significantly and directly affected the habitat selection process, and this determined 
movements . However, in 10.5 % of studies, it was a false factor, since food 
availability and ftocking were directly involved. Sex directly affected sex-related 
processes in 4 papers out of 1 2, but 5 studies showed that the direct factors were 
food availability, predator-prey interactions and habitat structure. As previously 
pointed out, social status directly and indirectly affected breeding; moreover, in 
sorne cases, it may be a false factor. In at least 1 paper out of 1 1  the direct factor 
was really food availability; moreover, unpaired birds were often juveniles and age 
was therefore the working factor. 
The other factors preliminarily identified in the literature did not properly fall 
whithin the scope of the present review, or were incorrectly classified. Population 
density is a completely indirect factor since it significantly affects the level of 
intraspecific competition, the true direct determinant of territoriality. The reviewed 
papers referred to birds' home ranges, but they were likely territories instead; 
therefore, intraspecific competition cannot be considered as a factor controlling 
home range ecology in birds. Finally, breeding and ftocking are, in reality, 
biological processes (see below). 
In summary, eleven true factors are identified in the present review: food 
availability, habitat structure, predator-prey interactions, habitat fragmentation, 
topography, human disturbance, nesting site availability, climatic conditions, sex, 
age and social status. Among all these true factors, food availability is the only one 
that al ways directly affects home range ecology (the effect of topography, climatic 
conditions and nesting site availability are likely marginal) . The other factors may 
be direct but in many instances are false or indirect, often because food availability 
is the only direct factor. Moreover, while many other factors affect only certain 
species (predators affect the home range ecology only of their prey) or habitats 
(e.g. only fragmented forests) and sometimes do not work at all (e.g. age, sex and 
social status), food availability affects all individuals of all species, everywhere 
and at all times. All the above clearly suggests that food availability is the most 
important factor controlling the eco1ogy of home range in birds and that the other 
factors are secondary. 
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PROCESSES 
Many of the identified factors affect the process of habitat selection. In 
particular, food availability, habitat type and structure, habitat fragmentation, 
predator-prey interactions, human disturbance, nesting site availability, climatic 
conditions, age and sex significantly and directly affect the way birds use their 
habitat. Moreover, habitat selection may also be indirectly affected. In turn, habitat 
selection choices affect the way birds move locally. Breeding is another process 
affecting home range spatial systems of breeding individuals during the reproduc­
tive period. It may be affected by the sex, age and social status of the birds. Other 
processes that may also occasionally affect home range spatial patterns of birds are 
mating (inftuenced by sex and age) and ftocking. 
All these processes are obviously not mutually exclusive since spatial 
patterns may be contemporaneously determined by more than one factor. For 
instance, movements of breeding birds may be constrained by the need to defend 
eggs or nestlings, while at the same time they also depend upon the habitat 
selection decisions regarding food finding, predator avoidance, etc. From this point 
of view, it must be stressed that habitat selection is probably more widespread than 
the other processes. The papers analysed in the present review identified factors 
that significantly affected processes 249 times (note that severa! papers identified 
more than one factor). Most of the time, the identified factors affected, direct! y or 
Factora Proceaaea 
Food avallabUity � 
Hsbltat 8tn.clu18 :::-----_ � 
Predalor·prey lnteractionB � 
"":= Habtt.tMiecllon 
Human dlsturbance � � 
CllmaUc conditions 
Neetlng stte evallablllty 
Spatial patterna 
Movements 
Hebltst use wlthln the 
home range 
Figure 1 .  - The complex web of relationships among factors, processes and spatial patterns depicting 
the ecology of home range in birds. Factors may directly or indirectly affect processes. In the former 
case the arrow starts from the factor considered (on the right) and hits a certain process, whereas in 
the latter case the arrow starts from the factor considered (on the left) and hits another factor. Possible 
false factors are shown in italics. Food availability (among factors) and habitat selection (among 
processes) are evidenced in bold types because of their importance. Age, sex and social status affect 
factors and processes in the sense that individuals of different age, sex and social status may behave 
differently with regard the factor or the process concemed. Spatial use within the home range refers 
to the presence of disjointed ranges, distinct core areas and various degree of overlap between adjacent 
home ranges .  
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indirectly, the habitat selection process (82.3 % ). Renee, the overall evidence 
clearly suggests that habitat selection is the most important process affecting 
spatial patterns in birds. 
CONCLUSIONS 
lt is now possible to clarify the biological mechanisms underlying home 
range ecology in birds. Functional relationships among factors, processes and 
patterns are hierarchical in the sense that home range spatial patterns are 
determined by ecological and biological processes, which in turn are affected by 
factors in a direct or indirect way. There are numerous relationships among factors, 
between factors and processes, and between processes and spatial patterns; these 
can be represented by a diagram like that of figure 1 .  This figure shows all the 
processes (i. e. habitat selection, breeding, mating and flocking) and factors (food 
availability, habitat type and structure, predator-prey interactions, habitat fragmen­
tation, topography, human disturbance, age, sex, social status, nest site availability, 
and climatic conditions) identified by means of the critical analysis of the literature 
previously done. Although it is obviously not possible to weigh precisely all the 
factors and processes to obtain precise hierarchies, this review clearly suggests that 
the most important process affecting spatial patterns in birds is habitat selection, 
which in turn is mostly affected and controlled by food availability and location. 
Renee, the main conclusion is that food availability is the primary determinant of 
the home range ecology of birds and ali the other factors are secondary. 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
I wish to thank Angela Giordano who carried out the bibliographical research and Valentina 
Valsania who assisted me in many phases of paper preparation. Two anonymous referees greatly 
helped to improve the manuscript. P.W. Christie revised the English. 
The research was funded by 60 % and 40 % grants from the MURST, Ministero dell'Università 
e della Ricerca Scientifica e Tecnologica. 
REFERENCES 
ADAMS, N.J. ( 1987). - Foraging range of king penguins Aptenodytes patagonicus during summer at 
Marion Island. J. Zoo/. , Lond. , 212 :  475-482. 
ANDERSEN, D.E., RONGSTAD, 0.1. & MYTTON, W.R. (1 990). - Home-range changes in raptors 
exposed to increased human activity levels in Southeastem Colorado. Wildl. Soc. Bull. , 18 :  
1 34- 142. 
AUSTIN, G.E., THOMAS, C.J. ,  HOUSTON, D.C. & THOMPSON, B .A. (1996). - Predicting the spatial 
distribution of buzzard Buteo buteo nesting areas using a Geographical Information System 
and remote sensing. J. Appl. Eco/. , 33: 1541 - 1550. 
AYEN!, J .S .O. ( 1 984). - The biology and utilization of helmeted guineafowl (Numida meleagris 
galeata Pallas) .  1. The habitat and distribution of guineafowl in the Kainji Lake Basin area, 
Nigeria. Af J. Eco/. , 22: 1 -6. 
BABCOCK, K.W. ( 1995). - Home range and habitat use of breeding Swainson's  hawks in the 
Sacramento Valley of California. J. Rapt or Res. , 29: 193- 197. 
BADYAEV, A.V. ,  ETGES, W.J. & MARTIN, T.E. ( 1996). - Ecological and behavioural correlates of 
variation in seasonal home ranges of wild Turkeys. J. Wildl. Manage., 60: 154- 164. 
67 
BAKER-GABB, D.J. (1986). - Eco1ogical re1ease and behavioural and eco1ogical flexibility in Marsh 
Harriers on islands. Emu, 86: 7 1 -80. 
BEAUVAIS, G.,  ENDERSON, J.H. & MARGO, A.J. ( 1 992). - Home-range, habitat use and behaviour of 
prairie falcons wintering in East-Central Colorado. J. Raptor Res. , 26: 1 3 - 1 8 .  
BELTHOFF, J.R., SPARKS, E.J. & RITCHISON, G. ( 1 993). - Home range o f  adult and juvenile eastern 
screech-owls: size, seasonal variation and extent of overlap. ]. Raptor Res. , 27: 8- 15 .  
BENN, G.A. & KEMP, A.C. ( 1995). - Diet, home range, hunting and reproductive behaviour o f  a pair 
of Dickinson's  Kestrel Falco dickinsoni in the Kruger National Park, South Africa. Ostrich, 
66: 8 1 -9 1 .  
BERGER, F. & MARCHANDEAU, S.  ( 1988). - Domaine vital printannier chez l a  Perdrix rouge 
(Alectoris rufa) au nord de son aire de répartition en France. Gibier Faune Sauvage, 5: 
475-476. 
BIDWELL, T.G., SHSLAWAY, S.D.,  MAUGHAN, O.E. & TALENT, L.G. ( 1989). - Habitat use by fernale 
eastern wild Turkeys in Southeastem Oklahoma. J. Wildl Manage., 53 :  34-39. 
BINGHAM, B.B. & NOON, B .R. ( 1997). - Mitigation of habitat "Take": Application to habitat 
conservation planning. Conserv. Biol., 1 1 :  1 27- 1 39.  
BIRKAN, M. & SERRE, D. ( 1988). - Disparition, domaine vital et  utilisation du milieu de janvier à 
mai chez la Perdrix grise (Perdix perdix L.),  dans la Beauce du Loiret. Gibier Faune 
Sauvage, 5: 389-409. 
BJORKLUND, M. & WESTMAN, B. ( 1 986) . - Mate guarding in the Great Tit: tactics of a territorial 
forest-living species. Omis Scand. , Copenhagen, 17 :  99- 105.  
BLOOM, P.H.,  McCRAY, M.D.  & GIBSON, M.J.  ( 1 993).  - Red-sho.uldered hawk home-range and 
habitat use in Southern California. J. Wildl. Manage., 57: 258-265 . 
BOOTH, D.T. ( 1 987). - Home range and hatching success of Malleefowl, Leipoa ocellata Gould 
(Megapodiidae), in Murray Mallee near Renrnark, S.A. Aust. Wildl. Res., 14:  95- 104. 
BRANDL, R.,  LÜBCKE, W. & MANN, W. ( 1 986). - Habitatwahl beim Neuntëter Lanius collurio. J. 
Omith., 127 :  69-78. 
BROTHERS, N.,  GALES, R., HEDD, A. & ROBERTSON, G. ( 1 998). - Foraging movements of the shy 
albatross Diomedea cauta breeding in Australia; implications for interactions with longline 
fisheries .  Ibis, 140: 446-457. 
BROWN, C.J. ( 1988). - Home-range of black eagles in the Natal Drakensberg. South African. J. Wildl. 
Res. , 1 8 :  120- 125.  
BROWN, C . R .  ( 1987). - Travelling speed and foraging range o f  Macaroni and Rockhopper penguins 
at Marion Island. J. Field Omith., 58:  1 1 8- 1 25 .  
BULL, E.L. & HOLTHAUSEN, R.S.  ( 1993). - Habitat use and management o f  pileated woodpeckers 
in Northeastern Oregon. J. Wildl. Manage., 57: 335-345. 
BURT, W.H. ( 1943). - Territoriality and home range concepts as applied to marnmals. J. Mammal., 
24: 346-352. 
CALL, D.R. & GUTIÉRREZ, R.J. ( 1 992) . - Foraging habitat and home-range characteristics of 
Califomia spotted owls in the Sierra Nevada. Condor, 94: 880-888. 
CAREY, A.B.,  REID, J.A. & HORTON, S .P. ( 1990) . - Spotted owl home range and habitat use in 
southem Oregon coast ranges. J. Wildl. Manage., 54: 1 1 - 17 .  
CAREY, A . B . ,  HORTON, S .P. & BISWELL, B .L. ( 1 992). - Northem Spotted Owls: influence o f  prey 
base and landscape character. Ecol. Monogr., 62: 223-250. 
CATTERALL, C.P., KIKKAWA, J. & GRAY, C. ( 1 989). - Inter-related age-dependent patterns of 
ecology and behaviour in a population of silvereyes (Aves: Zosteropidae). J. Anim. Ecot., 58: 
557-570. 
CHURCH, K.E. ( 1994). - Summer habitat use and home range of translocated Grey partridge (Perdix 
perdix) in New York State, U.S.A. Gibier Faune Sauvage, 1 1 :  145- 153 .  
CLARKE, M . F.  & FITZ-GERALD, G.F. ( 1994). - Spatial Organization o f  the Cooperatively Breeding 
Bell Miner Manorina melanophrys. Emu, 94: 96- 105. 
CLUGSTON, D.A., LONGCORE, J .R.,  MCAULEY, D.G. & DUPUIS, P. ( 1994) . - Habitat use and 
movements of postfledging American black ducks (Anas rubripes) in the St. Laurence 
estuary, Quebec. Can. J. Zoo!., 72: 2 100-21 04. 
CODY, M.L. ( 1 985). - Habitat selection in birds. Academie press. Inc, Orlando, Florida. 
COLEMAN, J.S.  & FRASER, J.D. ( 1989). - Habitat use and home ranges of black and turkey vultures. 
J. Wildl. Manage., 53:  782-792. 
CONNELLY, J.W. & DOYLE, MARKHAM, O. ( 1 983). - Movements and radionuclide concentrations of 
Sage Grouse in Southeastem Idaho. J. Wildl. Manage., 47: 1 69- 1 77 .  
D A  VIES, N . B .  & HOUSTON, A.l. ( 1 984) . - Territory Economies .  Pp. 1 48- 169, in: J . K .  Krebs and N.B . 
Davies (Eds). Behavioural Ecology. An evolutionary approach. Blackwell Scientific 
Publications, Oxford. 
68 
DAVIES, N.B.  & LUNDBERG, A. ( 1 984) . - Food distribution and a variable mating system in the 
dunnock, Prunella modularis. J. Anim. Eco/., 53: 895-9 12. 
DA VIES, J . ,  HARTLEY, I.R.,  HATCHWELL, B .J., DESROCHERS, A., SKEER, J. & NEBEL, D. ( 1995). ­
Polygynandrous mating system of the alpine accentor, Prunella collaris. 1. Ecological causes 
and reproductive conflicts. Anim Behav., 49: 769-788. 
DE LOTELLE, R.S., El"TING, R.J. & NEWMAN, J.R. ( 1987). - Habitat use and territory characteristics 
of red-cockaded woodpeckers in Central Florida. Wilson Bull. , 99: 202-217.  
DIXON, K.R. ,  HORNER, M.A. ,  ANDERSON, S .R., HENRIQUES, W.D., DURHAM, D. & KENDALL, R.J. 
( 1996). - Nortbern bobwhite habitat use and survival on a South Carolina plantation during 
winter. Wildl. Soc. Bull. , 24: 627-635. 
DosTER, R.H. & JAMEs, D.A. ( 1 998). - Home range size and foraging habitat of red-cockaded 
woodpeckers in the Ouachita Mountains of Arkansas. Wilson Bull., 1 10: 1 10- 1 17. 
EAST, M.L. & HOFER, H. ( 1 986). - The use of radio-tracking for monitoring Great Tit Parus major 
behaviour: a pilot study. Ibis, 128 :  103- 1 14. 
ELLISON, L.N., MÉNOMI, E. & LÉONARD, P. ( 1989). - Déplacements d' adultes de Tétras Lyre (Tetrao 
tetrix) en automne et en hiver. Gibier Faune Sauvage, 6: 245-260. 
ENDERSON, J.H. & CRAIG, G.R. ( 1 997). - Wide ranging by nesting peregrine falcons (Fa/co 
peregrinus) determined by radio-telemetry. J. Raptor Res., 3 1 :  333-338. 
ENGSTROM, R.T. & SANDERS, F.J. ( 1 997). - Red-cockaded woodpecker foraging ecology in an 
old-growth longleaf pine forest. Wilson Bull., 109: 203-217. 
ERIKSTAD, K.E. ( 1 985). - Growth and survival of Willow Grouse chicks in relation to home range 
size, brood movements and habitat selection. Omis Scand., 16 :  1 8 1 - 1 90. 
EVERDING, S .  & MoNTGOMERIE, R. (2000). - Movements and habitat use of the Torresian Crow in 
a subtropical suburban environment. Emu, 100: 192- 198. 
FARINA, A. ( 1998). - Princip/es and methods in landscape eco/ogy. Chapman & Hall, London. 
FERNANDEZ, C. & AzCONA, P. ( 1 996) . - Influence of forest structure on the density and distribution 
of the White-backed Woodpecker Dendrocopos leucotos and Black Woodpecker Dryocopus 
martius in Quinto Real (Spanish western Pyrenees). Bird Study, 43: 305-3 13 .  
FERRER, M. ( 1993). - Reduction i n  hunting success and settlement strategies i n  young Spanish 
imperial eagles. Anim. Behav., 45 : 406-408. 
GANEY, J.L. & BALDA, R.P. ( 1 989). - Home-range characteristics of spotted owls in nortbern 
Arizona. J. Wildl. Manage., 53:  1 159- 1 1 65 .  
GARRETT, M . G . ,  WATSON, J.W. & ANTHONY, R.G. ( 1993). - Bald eagle home range and habitat use 
in the Columbia river estuary. J. Wildl. Manage., 57: 19-27. 
GATTI, R.C.,  DUMKE, R.T. & PILS, C.M. ( 1989). - Habitat use and movements of female ring-necked 
pheasants during fall winter. J. Wildl. Manage., 53: 462-475 . 
GAUTESTAD, A.O. & MYSTERUD, 1. ( 1 995). - The home range ghost. Oikos, 74: 195-204. 
GÉNOT, J.C. & WILHELM, J.-L. ( 1 993). - Occupation et utilisation de l'espace par la chouette 
chevêche Athene noctua, en bordure des Vosges du Nord. Alauda, 6 1 :  1 8 1 - 194. 
GIROUX, J.F. & PATTERSON, I.J. ( 1 995). - Daily movements and habitat use by radio-tagged 
Pink-footed Geese Anser brachyrhynchus wintering in northeast Scotland. Wildfowl, 46: 
3 1 -4 1 .  
GIERDE, 1 .  & WEGGE, P. ( 1 989). - Spacing pattern, habitat use and survival of Capercaillie in a 
fragmented winter habitat. Omis Scand., 20: 219-225 . 
GRABOVSKY, V.l. ( 1 993'), - Spatial distribution and spacing behaviour of males in a russian 
corncrake (Crex crex) population. Gibier faune Sauvage, 10: 259-279. 
GRAHN, M. ( 1990). - Seasonal changes in ranging behaviour and territoriality in the European Jay 
Garrulus g. glandarius. Omis Scand., 2 1 :  195-20 1 .  
GRAHN, M.,  Gë>RANSSON, G. & VON SCHANTZ, T. ( 1993). - Spacing behaviour o f  male pheasants, 
Phasianus co/chieus, . in relation to dominance and mate acquisition. Anim. Behav., 45 : 
93- 103. 
GRAVES, G.R.,  ROBBINS, M.B.  & REMSEN, J.V. Jr ( 1983). - Age and sexual difference in spatial 
distribution and mobility in Manakins (Pipridae) : inferences from rnist-netting. J. Field 
Omithol., 54: 407-412 .  
GREEN, R.E. ( 1 983). - Spring dispersal and agonistic behaviour o f  the Red-legged partridge 
(Alectoris rufa). J. Zoo/., Land., 201 :  541 -555. 
GREIG-SMITH, P. W. & WILSON, G.M. ( 1984). - Patterns of activity and habitat use of a population 
of bullfinches (Pyrrhula pyrrhula) in relation to bud-feeding in archards .  J. Appl. Eco/., 2 1 :  
401 -422. 
GRIFFIN, C.R. & BASKETT, T.S .  ( 1985). - Food availability and winter range sizes of immature and 
adult B ald Eagles. J. Wildl. Manage., 49: 592-594. 
GRUBB, T.C. Jr. & DOHERTY, P.F. Jr. ( 1 999). - On home-range gap-crossing. Auk, 1 1 6: 61 8-628. 
69 
HAGGERTY, T.M. (1998). - Vegetation structure of Bachman ' s  sparrow breeding habitat and its 
relationship to home-range. J. Field Omithol., 69: 45-50. 
HANEY, J.C. ( 1997). - Spatial incidence of barred owl (Strix varia) reproduction in old-growth forest 
of the Appalachian Plateau. J. Raptor Res., 3 1 :  241 -252. 
HAUG, E.A. & OLIPHANT, L.W. (1990). - Movements, activity patterns, and habitat use of burrowing 
owls in Saskatchewan. J. Wildl. Manage., 54: 27-35. 
HAYWARD, G.D., HAYWARD, P.H. & GARTON, E.O. ( 1 993). - Ecology of Boreal owls in the 
Northern Rocky Mountains, USA. Wildlife Monogr., 1 24: 1 -59. 
HEREDIA, B . ,  ALONSO, J.C. & HIRALDO, F. ( 1991) .  - Space and habitat use by Red Kites Milvus 
milvus during winter in the Guadalquivir marshes: a cornparison between resident and 
wintering populations .  Ibis, 133 :  374-3 8 1 .  
HOLBROOK, H.T. ,  VAUGHAN, M.R. & BROMLEY, P.T. ( 1 987). - Wild turkey habitat preferences and 
recruitrnent in intensively rnanaged Piedmont forest. J. Wildl. Manage., 5 1 :  1 82- 1 87.  
HouARD, T .  & MURE, M. (1987). - Les tétras-lyres des Vallons d e  Salès e t  Mollières, Parc National 
du Mercantour, domaine vital et influence du tourisme. Rev. Écol. (Terre Vie), suppt 4: 
1 65- 1 7 1 .  
HUDGINS, J.E., STORN, G.L. & WAKELEY, J .S.  ( 1 985). - Local rnovernents and diurnal-habitat 
selection by male American Woodcock in Pennsylvania. J. Wildl. Manage., 49: 6 14-619 .  
HUNT, W.G., JENKINS, J.M., JACKMAN, R.E., THELANDER, C . G .  & GERSTELL, A.T. ( 1992). -
Foraging ecology of bald eagles on a regulated river. J. Raptor Res. , 26: 243-256. 
JENKINS, A.R. & BENN, G.A. ( 1998). - Horne range size and habitat requirernents of peregrine 
falcons on the Cape Peninsula, South Mrica. J. Raptor Res., 32: 90-97. 
JOHANSSON, O.C. & BLOMQVIST, D. ( 1996) . - Habitat selection and diet of lapwing Vanellus 
vanellus chicks on coastal farmland in S .W. Sweden. J. Appt. Ecol., 33 :  1 030- 1 040. 
JoNEs, D.N. ( 1990). - Social organization and sexual interaction in Australian Brush-turkeys 
(Alectura lathami): implication of prorniscuity in a rnound-building Megapode. Ethology, 
84: 89- 104. 
KENWARD, R.E. (1982). - Goshawk hunting behaviour, and range size as a function of food and 
habitat availability. J. Anim. Ecol., 5 1 :  69-80. 
KENWARD, R.E. , MARCSTROM, V. & KARLBOM, M .  ( 1981 ) . - Goshawk winter ecology in Swedish 
Pheasant habitats. J. Wildl. Manage., 45: 397-408. 
KiLBRIDE, K.M. ,  CRAWFORD, J .A.,  BLAKELY, K.L.  & WILLIAMS, B .L. ( 1992). - Habitat use by 
breeding female California Quail in western Oregon. J. Wildl. Manage., 56: 85-90. 
KINOSHITA, M. (1997). - Vegetation type of Stonechats Saxicola torquata habitat during breeding 
season. Jpn. J. Omithol., 46: 1 1 1 - 1 20. 
KiRBY, R.E., RIECHMANN, J.H. & COWARDIN, L.M. ( 1 985). - Horne range and habitat use of 
forest-dwelling mallards in Minnesota. Wilson Bull. , 97: 2 1 5-219.  
KITAGAWA, T.  ( 1982). - Bionornics and Sociology of Tancho, Grus japonensis. J. Yamashina Inst. 
Omith., 14: 344-362. 
KOUBEK, P. & KUBISTA, Z. ( 1990). - Territory size and distribution in male Phasianus co/chieus in 
an agrocoenosis of Southern Moravia. Folia Zoologica, 39: 1 1 1 - 124. 
LAIDIG, K.J.  & DoBKIN, D.S.  (1995). - Spatial overlap and habitat associations of barred owls and 
great horned owls in Southern New Jersey. J. Raptor Res., 29: 1 5 1 - 157 .  
LEARY, A.W. ,  MAZAIKA, R. & BECHARD, M . J .  ( 1 998). - Factors affecting the size o f  ferruginous 
hawk home ranges. Wilson Bull., 1 10:  198-205 . 
LEHMKUHL, H.F. & RAPHAEL, M.G. ( 1993). - Habitat pattern around northern spotted owl locations 
on the Olympie Peninsula, Washington. J. Wildl. Manage., 57:  302-3 1 5 .  
LINDSEY, G.D., ARENDT, W.J., KALINA, J. & PENDLETON, G.W. ( 1 991 ) .  - Horne range and 
movernents of juvenile Puerto Rican parrots. J. Wildl. Manage., 55 :  3 1 8-322. 
LINKHART, B.D., REYNOLDS, R.T. & RYDER, R.A. ( 1 998). - Horne range and habitat of breeding 
flarnmulated owls in Colorado. Wilson Bull. , 1 10: 342-35 1 .  
MACE, G.M. & HARVEY, P.H. ( 1983). - Energetic constraints on home-range size. Am. Nat., 121 :  
1 20- 1 32. 
MARQUISS, M. & NEWTON, 1. (1981) .  - A radio-tracking study of the ranging behaviour and 
dispersion of European Sparrowhawks Accipiter nisus. J. Anim. Ecol., 5 1 :  1 1 1 - 133 .  
MARTI, C.  ( 1 985). - Winterokologie von Hahn und Henne des Birkhuhns. Om. Beob., 82 :  1 -30. 
MARTINDALE, S. (1983). - Foraging patterns of nesting Gila Woodpeckers. Ecology, 64: 888-898. 
MARZLUFF, J.M., KiMSEY, B .A., SCHUECK, L.S . ,  MCFADZEN, M.E., VEKASY, M . S .  & BEDNARZ, J.C. 
( 1997) . - The influence of habitat, prey abundance, sex, and breeding success on the 
ranging behaviour of prairie falcons. Condor, 99: 567-584. 
MARZLUFF, J.M., KN!CK, S .T., VEKASY, M.S. ,  S CHUECK, L.S. & ZARRIELLO, T.J. ( 1 997). - Spatial 
use and habitat selection of golden eagles in Southwestern Idaho. Auk, 1 14: 673-687. 
70 
MAZUR, K.M.,  FRITH, S.D.  & JAMES, P.C. ( 1998). - Barred owl home range and habitat selection in 
the Boreal forest of central Saskatchewan. Auk, 1 15 :  746-754. 
MCFARLAND, D.C. ( 1 991 ) . - The biology of the Ground Parrot, Pezoporus wallicus, in Queensland. 
1. Microhabitat use, activity cycle and diet. Wildlife Res., 18 :  1 69- 1 84. 
MELLEN, T. K., MESLOW, E.C. & MANNAN, R.W. ( 1992) . - Summertime home range and habitat use 
of pileated woodpeckers in western Oregon. J. Wildl. Manage., 56: 96- 103. 
MERETSKY, V.J. & SNYDER, N.F.R. ( 1 992). - Range use and movements of Califomia Condors. 
Condor, 94: 3 1 3-3 1 5 .  
METCALFE, N . B .  ( 1986). - Variation i n  winter flocking associations and dispersion patterns in the 
turnstone Arenaria interpres. J. Zoo/., Lond., 209: 385-403. 
MICHELAT, D. & GIRAUDOUX, P. ( 1 993). - Relation proies-prédateur-paysage chez la chouette effraie 
Tyto alba pendant l' élevage des jeunes. Alauda, 6 1 :  65-72. 
MIQUET, A. ( 1 988). - Effets du dérangement hivernal sur les déplacements et la reproduction du 
Tétras lyre (Tetrao tetrix). Gibier Faune Sauvage, 5: 321-330. 
MONTADERT, M. ( 1 995). - Occupation de l' espace par des mâles de gélinotte des bois (Bonasa 
bonasia) dans le Doubs (France). Gibier Faune Sauvage, 12:  197-2 1 1 .  
NAKAMURA, H .  & MIYAZAWA, Y. ( 1 997). - Movements, space use and social organization of 
radio-tracked Common Cuckoos during the breeding season in Japan. Jpn. J. Omithol., 46: 
23-54. 
PATTERSON, I.J., CAVALLINI, P. & ROLANDO, A. ( 1991) .  - Density, range size and diet of the 
European jay Garrulus glandarius in the Maremma Natural Park, Tuscany, Ital y, in summer 
and autumn. Omis Scand., 22: 79-87. 
PEREZ, C.J.,  ZWANK, P.J. & SMITH, D.W. ( 1996) . - Survival, movements and habitat use of 
Aplomado falcons released in Southern Texas . J. Raptor Res., 30: 1 75- 1 82. 
PIPER, W.H. & WILEY, R.H. ( 1 990) . - Correlates of range size in wintering white-throated sparrows 
Zonotrichia albicollis. Anim. Behav., 40: 545-552. 
PLUMPTON, D.L. & ANDERSEN, D.E. ( 1997). - Habitat use and time budgeting by wintering 
ferruginous hawks. Condor, 99: 888-893. 
PNOLDMAA, T. & HOLDER, K. ( 1997). - Behavioural correlates of monogamy in the noisy miner, 
Manorina melanocephala. Anim. Behav., 54: 57 1 -578. 
POONSWAD, P. & Tsun, A. ( 1 994) . - Ranges of males of the Great Hornbill Buceros bicomis, Brown 
Hornbill Ptilolaemus tickelli and Wreathed Hornbill Rhyticeros undulatus in Khao Yai 
National Park, Thailand. Ibis, 1 36: 79-86. 
PORTER, M.L. & LABISKY, R.F. ( 1 986). - Home range and foraging habitat of Red-cockaded 
Woodpeckers in Northern Florida. J. Wildl. Manage., 50: 239-247. 
PORTER, W.F., TANGEN, R.D.,  NELSON, G.C. & HAMILTON, D.A. ( 1980) . - Effects of corn food plots 
on Wild Turkeys in the Upper Mississippi Valley. J. Wildl. Manage., 44: 456-462. 
REDPATH, S.M. ( 1 995). - Habitat fragmentation and the individual: tawny owls Strix aluco in 
woodland patches. J. Anim. Eco/., 64: 652-66 1 .  
RENKEN, R.B.  & WIGGERS, E.P. ( 1989). - Forest characteristics related to pileated woodpecker 
territory size in Missouri. Condor, 9 1 :  642-652. 
RICCI, J.C. ( 1985). - Utilisation de quelques ressources du milieu par les nichées de Perdrix rouge 
(Alectoris rufa L.) dans un agrosystème de type polyculture-élevage. Gibier Faune Sauvage, 
2: 1 5-38.  
ROBERTSON, A.S.  & B OSHOFF, A.F. ( 1986). - The feeding ecology of Cape Vultures Gyps 
coprotheres in a stock-farming area. Biol. Cons., 35: 63-86. 
ROHNER, C. ( 1 997). - Non-territorial floaters in great-horned owls : space use during a cyclic peak 
of snowshoe hares. Anim. Behav., 53:  901 -912 .  
RoHNER, C. & KREBS, C.  ( 1 998). - Response o f  great horned owls t o  experimental "hot spots" of 
snowshoe hare density. Auk, 1 1 5 :  694-705. 
ROLANDO, A. ( 1 996). - Home range and habitat selection by the Nutcracker Nucifraga caryocatactes 
during auturnn in the Alps.  Ibis, 1 38 :  384-390. 
RoLANDO, A. ( 1 998). - Factors affecting movements and home ranges in the jay Garrulus 
glandarius. J. Zoo/. , Lond., 246: 249-257. 
RoLANDO, A. & CARISIO, L. ( 1 999). - Effects of resource availability and distribution on autumn 
movements of the nutcracker Nucifraga caryocatactes in the Alps. Ibis, 141 : 125- 1 34. 
ROLANDO, A., CAVALLINI, P., CURSANO, B. & 0LSEN, A. ( 1995). - Non-territorial behaviour and 
habitat selection in the Jay Garrulus glandarius in a Mediterranean coastal area during the 
reproductive period. J. Avian Biol. , 26: 154- 1 6 1 .  
ROLANDO, A . ,  LAIOLO, P. & CARISIO, L. (2000). - D o  topographical constraints and space 
availability influence birds' ranging behaviour? The alpine chough (Pyrrhocorax graculus) 
as a study case. Rev. Écol. (Terre et Vie), 54: 1 33- 147.  
71 
RoLANDO, A., LAIOLO, P. & CARJSJO, L. Urbanization and the fiexibility of the foraging ecology and 
movements of the Alpine Chough Pyrrhocorax graculus in winter. Subrnitted. 
RoLANDO, A. & PALESTRINI, C. ( 1 99 1 ) .  - The effect of interspecific aggression on territorial 
dynarnics in Acrocephalus warblers in a marsh area of north-western ltaly. Bird Study, 38:  
92-97. 
RoLSTAD, J. & ROLSTAD, E. ( 1 995).  - Seasonal patterns in home range and habitat use of the 
Grey-headed Woodpecker Picus canus as infiuenced by the availability of food. Omis 
Fennica, 72: 1 - 1 3 .  
ROLSTAD, J. & ROLSTAD, E .  (2000). - Influence o f  large snow depths o n  Black Woodpecker 
Dryocopus martius foraging behaviour. Omis Fennica, 77: 65-70. 
ROLSTAD, 1. ,  MAIEWSKI, P. & ROLSTAD, E. ( 1 998). - Black Woodpecker use of habitat and feeding 
substrates in a managed Scandinavian forest. J. Wildl. Manage., 62: 1 1 -23 . 
SAITOU, T. ( 1 982). - Compound Flock as an Aggregation of the Flocks of Constant Composition in 
the Great Tit, Parus major L. J. Yamashina Inst. Omith., 1 4 :  293-305 . 
SCHMITZ, R.A. & CLARK, W.R. ( 1 999). - Survival of ring-necked pheasant hens during spring in 
relation to landscape features.  J. Wildl. Manage., 63:  1 47- 1 54. 
SCHULTZ, P.A. & GUTHERY, F.S. ( 1 987). - Effects of short duration grazing on wild turkey home 
ranges. Wildl. Soc. Bull., 1 5 :  239-24 1 .  
SCOTT, J.G., LOVALLO, M.J., STORM, G.L. & TZILKOWSKI, W.M. ( 1 998). - Summer habitat use by 
ruffed grouse with broods in Central Pennsylvania. J. Field Omith., 69: 474-485. 
SHUTLER, D. & WEATHERHEAD, P.J. ( 1 994) . - Movement patterns and territory acquisition by male 
red-winged blackbirds. Can. J. Zool. , 72: 7 1 2-720. 
SELAS, V. & RAFOSS, T. ( 1 999). - Ranging behaviour and foraging habitats of breeding 
Sparrowhawks Accipiter nisus in a continuous forested area in Norway. Ibis, 1 4 1 :  269-276. 
SEKI, S. & TAKANO, H. ( 1 998). - Caterpillar abundance in the territory affects the breeding 
performance of great tit Parus major minor. Oecologia, 1 1 4:  5 1 4-52 1 .  
SMITH, D.C. & V AN BUSKIRK, J .  ( 1 988). - Winter territoriality and fiock cohesion in the 
black-capped chickadee Parus atricapillus. Anim. Behav., 36: 466-476. 
SMITH, D.G. & GILBERT, R. ( 1 984). - Eastern Screech-Owl home range and use of suburban habitats 
in Southern Connecticut. J. Field Omith., 5 5 :  322-329. 
SMITH, L.M., HUPP, J.W. & RATTI, J.T. ( 1 982). - Habitat use and home range of Gray Partridge in 
Eastern South Dakota. J. Wildl. Manage., 46: 5 80-587. 
SMITH, G.T. ( 1 99 1 ) .  - Ecology of the Western whipbird Psophodes nigrogularis in Western 
Australia. Emu, 9 1 :  145- 1 57.  
SMITH, T.M. & SHUGART, H.H. ( 1 987). - Territory size variation in the ovenbird: the role of habitat 
structure. Ecology, 68: 695-704. 
SODHI, N.S.  ( 1 993). - Correlates of hunting range size in breeding Merlins. Condor, 95: 3 1 6-32 1 . 
SoL, D. & SENAR, J.C. ( 1 995). - Urban pigeon populations :  stability, home-range, and the effect of 
removing individuals. Can. J. Zoo[. , 7 3 :  1 1 54- 1 1 60. 
Sous, D.M. Jr. & GUTIÉRREZ, R.J. ( 1 990) . - Sumrner habitat ecology of northern spotted owls in 
northwestern California. Condor, 92: 739-748. 
SPINDLER, M.A. & HALL, K.F. ( 1 99 1 ) . - Local rnovements and habitat use of Tundra or Whistling 
Swans Cygnus columbianus in the Kobuk-Selawik Lowlands of northwest Alaska. Wildfowl, 
42: 1 7-32. 
SQUIRES, J.R., ANDERSON, S.H. & ÜAKLEAF, R. ( 1 993). - Home range size and habitat-use patterns 
of nesting prairie falcons near oil developments in Northeastern Wyoming. J. Field 
Omithol., 64: 1 - 10.  
STAUS, N.L. ( 1 998) . - Habitat use and home-range of west Indian whistling-ducks. J. Wildl. 
Manage., 62: 1 7 1 - 178.  
STORCH, 1. ( 1 993a). - Habitat selection by capercaillie in sumrner and autumn: is bilberry important? 
Oecologia, 95: 257-265 . 
STORCH, 1. ( 1 993b). - Patterns and strategies of winter habitat selection in alpine capercaillie. 
Ecography, 1 6 :  3 5 1 -359. 
STORCH, 1. ( 1 994). - Habitat and survival of capercaillie Tetrao urogallus nests and broods in the 
Bavarian Alps. Biol. Cons., 70: 237-243. 
STORCH, 1. ( 1 995). - Annual home ranges and spacing patterns of capercaillie in Central Europe. J. 
Wildl. Manage., 59: 392-400. 
STROMBERG, M.R. ( 1 990). - Habitat, movements and roost characteristics of Montezuma quai! in 
Southeastem Arizona. Condor, 92: 229-236.  
SUMMERS, R.W. & CRITCHLEY, C.N.R. ( 1 990). - Use of grassland and field selection by brent geese 
Branta bemicla. J. Appt. Ecot., 27: 8 34-846. 
72 
TALENT, L.G.,  KRAPU, G.L. & JARVIS, R.L. ( 1 982). - Habitat use by mallard broods in Soutb Central 
North Dakota. J. Wildl. Manage., 46: 629-635 . 
TAYLOR, M.A. & GUTHERY, F.S.  ( 1 980) . - Fall-winter movements, ranges and habitat use of lesser 
praire chickens. J. Wildl. Manage., 44: 521 -524. 
TELLA, J.L., FORERO, M.G., HIRALDO, F. & DONÀZAR, J.A. ( 1 998).  - Conflicts between lesser 
kestrel conservation and European agricultural policies as identified by habitat use analyses. 
Conserv. Biol., 1 2 :  593-604. 
THIOLLAY, J.M. ( 1 99 1 ) . - Foraging, home range use and social behaviour of a group-living rainforest 
raptor, tbe Red-throated Caracara Daptrius americanus. Ibis, 1 3 3 :  382-393. 
THIOLLAY, J.M. & MEYBURG, B .U. ( 1 988) . - Forest fragmentation and tbe conservation of raptors: 
a survey on tbe Island of Java. Biol. Cons., 44: 229-250. 
THOMPSON, F.R. & FRITZELL, E.K. ( 1 989). - Habitat use, home range, and survival of territorial male 
ruffed grouse. J. Wildl. Manage., 5 3 :  15-2 1 .  
TORNBERG, R .  & COLPAERT, A .  (200 1 ) .  - Survival, ranging, habitat choice and diet of the Northern 
Goshawk Accipiter gentilis during winter in Northern Finland. Ibis, 143:  41 -50. 
VILLAGE, A. ( 1 982). - The home range and density of kestrels in relation to vole abundance. J. Ani m. 
Ecot., 5 1 :  4 1 3-428.  
WARIŒNTIN, I.G. & OLIPHANT, L.W. ( 1 990). - Habitat use and foraging behaviour of urban merlins 
(Falco columbarius) in winter. J. Zool., Land., 22 1 :  539-563 . 
W ARNER, R.E. ( 1 984 ) . - Effects of changing agriculture on ring-necked pheasant brood movements 
in Illinois. J. Wildl. Manage., 48:  1 0 1 4- 1 0 1 8 . 
WARNOCK, S .E. & TAIŒKAWA, J.Y. ( 1 996). - Wintering site fidelity and movement patterns of 
western Sandpipers Ca/idris mauri in tbe San Francisco Bay Estuary. Ibis, 1 3 8 :  1 60- 1 67. 
WATSON, J.W. ( 1 986). - Range use by wintering rough-legged hawks in soutbeastern Idaho. Condor, 
8 8 :  256-25 8 .  
WEAVERS, B .W. ( 1 992). - Seasonal foraging ranges and travels at sea of  Little penguins Eudyptula 
minor, determined by radiotracking. Emu, 9 1 :  302-3 1 7 .  
WEGGE, P. & LARSEN, B .B .  ( 1 987). - Spacing of adult and subadult male common capercaillie 
during tbe breeding season. Auk, 1 04: 673-687. 
WHITE, G.C. & GARROTT, R.A. ( 1 990). - Analysis of wildlife radio-tracking data. San Diego: 
Academie Press. 
WHITELAW, D.A. ( 1 995).  - Home range behaviour of tbe Steppe Buzzard Buteo buteo vulpinus in 
tbe non-breeding season. Ostrich, 66: 94-96. 
WHITESIDE, R.W. & GUTHERY, F.S .  ( 1 983). - Ring-necked pheasant movements, home range, and 
habitat use in West Texas. J. Wildl. Manage., 47 : 1 097- 1 1 04. 
WIGLEY, B .T. , SWEENEY, J.M.,  GAREN, M.E. & MELCHIORS, M.A. (1 986). - Wild turkeys ranges in 
tbe Ouachita Mountains. J. Wildl. Manage., 50: 540-544. 
WISEMAN, D.S.  & LEWIS, J.C. ( 1 9 8 1 ) . - Bobwhite use of habitat in tallgrass rangeland. Wildl. Soc. 
Bull., 9: 248-25 5 .  
WUNDERLE, J .M.  Jr. ( 1 995). - Population characteristics of Black-throated blue warblers wintering 
in tbree sites on Puerto Rico. Auk, 1 1 2: 93 1 -946. 
YOSEF, R. & DEYRUP, M.A. ( 1 998).  - Effects of fertilizer-induced reduction of invertebrates on 
reproductive success of Loggerhead Shrikes (Lonius ludovicianus) . J. Omith., 1 39:  307-3 1 2. 
YOUNG, L. ,  ZHENG, G.M. & ZHANG, Z.W. ( 1 9 9 1 ) . - Winter movements and habitat use by Cabot's 
Tragopans Tragopan caboti in Southeastern China. Ibis, 1 3 3 :  1 2 1 - 1 26.  
ZABEL, C.J.,  MCKELVEY, K. & WARD, J.P. Jr. ( 1 995). - Influence of primary prey on home-range 
size and habitat-use patterns of nortbern spotted owls (Strix occidentalis caurina). Can. J. 
Zool., 7 3 :  433-439. 
ZEMBAL, R. ,  MASSEY, B.W. & FANCHER, J.M. ( 1 989). - Movements and activity patterns of tbe 
light-footed clapper rail. J. Wildl. Manage., 53:  39-42. 
ZIESEMER, F. ( 1 997) .  - Raumnutzung und Verhalten von Wespenbussarden (Pernis apivorus) 
wahrend der Jungenaufzucht und zu Beginn des Wegzuges-eine telemetrische Untersuchung. 
Corax, 1 7 :  1 9-34. 
ZWANK, P.J . ,  WHITE, T.H. & KIMMEL, F.G. ( 1 988). - Female Turkey habitat use in Mississippi River 
batture. J. Wildl. Manage., 52: 253-260. 
ZWANK, P.J . ,  KROEL, K.W.,  LEVIN, D.M.,  SOUTHWARD, G.M. & ROMMÉ, R.C. ( 1 994). - Habitat 
characteristics of Mexican spotted owls in Soutbern New Mexico. J. Field Omith., 65 : 
324-334. 
73 
